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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
03/23/2009 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 1, 26-27 and 43-47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, 
as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

4. Claims 1, 26-27 and 43-47 are recited the limitation "... establishing the 
accounting session ... allocating an accounting session identifier..." is never mention 
in the body of the claim until the end of it. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this 
limitation in the claims. 



5. Claims 13-25 cancelled. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1-5, 10-12, 26-30, 35-37, 42-47, and 50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Lippelt (US PUB. 2005/0136890) in view of Cobo et 
al. (U.S PAT. 6,496,690 hereinafter "Cobo") and further in view of Campbell (U.S PAT. 
6,453,029). 

Consider claims 1 , 26, 27, and 43-47, Lippelt teaches a request to establish the 
call between a first terminal and a second terminal, are to be charged against the 
prepaid credit (page 1 [0007] and page 2 [0015]). 

Lippelt does not explicitly show that establishing the accounting session and 
allocating an accounting session identifier to the accounting session based on receiving 
a request to establish an accounting session between an accounting server and at least 
one accounting client that will generate costs to be charged against prepaid credit 
during a call after ascertaining whether any costs generated by the at least one 
accounting client in a network. 
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In the same field of endeavor, Cobo teaches establishing the accounting session 
and allocating an accounting session identifier to the accounting session based on 
receiving a request to establish an accounting session between an accounting server 
and at least one accounting client that will generate costs to be charged against prepaid 
credit during a call after ascertaining whether any costs generated by the at least one 
accounting client in a network (figs. 2 and 3, col. 6 lines 31-49). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to use, establishing the accounting session and allocating 
an accounting session identifier to the accounting session based on receiving a request 
to establish an accounting session between an accounting server and at least one 
accounting client that will generate costs to be charged against prepaid credit during a 
call after ascertaining whether any costs generated by the at least one accounting client 
in a network, as taught by Cobo, in order to provide a prepaid subscriber service to a 
mobile subscriber in a wireless packet-switched telecommunications network. 

Lippelt and Cobo, in combination, fail to teach collating the-charging update data 
in the accounting server based on the accounting session identifier and the charging 
update data at the accounting server received from the at least one accounting client 
during the call established between the first and second terminals, to enable updating of 
the prepaid credit during the call, wherein the charging update data received during the 
call includes the accounting session identifier and tariff update data. 

However, Campbell teaches collating the-charging update data in the accounting 
server based on the accounting session identifier (col. 6 lines 33-47) and the charging 
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update data at the accounting server received from the at least one accounting client 
during the call established between the first and second terminals (col. 4 line 58 through 
col. 5 line 21), to enable updating of the prepaid credit during the call, wherein the 
charging update data received during the call includes the accounting session identifier 
and tariff update data (col. 4 line 58 through col. 5 line 21 ). 

Therefore, it is obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate the disclosing of Campbell into view of Lippelt and Cobo, in 
order to provide database servers and call processors are distributed to a number of 
remote locations. Instead of routing all of the users through a central system, in the 
present invention the prepaid callers are serviced by local call processors that are 
coupled to the remote servers. The use of local call processors at the remote locations 
reduces the call volume that is handled by each call processor and server. As a result, 
the demand levels on each call processor and server are reduced. Thus, the present 
system works faster and more efficiently. 

Consider claims 2 and 28, Campbell further teaches there are a plurality of 
accounting clients that generate costs in relation to the call, the method further 
comprising: establishing accounting sessions between each respective accounting 
client and the accounting server, each of the accounting sessions being allocated a 
common accounting session identifier associated with the call to be established (col. 6 
lines 33-47); receiving charging update data from each of the accounting clients to the 
accounting server during the call, the charging update data including the accounting 
session identifier (col. 4 line 58 through col. 5 line 21); and collating the charging update 
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data from each of the accounting clients based on the accounting session identifier, 
thereby enabling updating of the prepaid credit during the call (col. 4 line 58 through col. 
5 line 21). 

Consider claims 3 and 36, Lippelt further teaches the accounting server is 
located in the home network of the first terminal (page 1 [0012]). 

Consider claims 4 and 29, Cobo further teaches each accounting client takes the 
form of one of the following network entities: service general packet radio service 
support node/ gateway general packet radio service support node; service call service 
control function/ proxy call service control function; and a network application server 
(col. 4 line 65 through col. 5 line 12). 

Consider claims 5, 30, 37, and 50, Lippelt further teaches the accounting session 
identifier is allocated upon receipt in the network of the request for establishment of a 
call from the first terminal (page 6 [0058]). 

Consider claims 10, 35, and 42, Lippelt further teaches in response to receiving a 
request for ascertaining whether costs are to be charged against prepaid credit the 
method further comprises looking up subscriber profile data upon receipt of the request 
for establishment of the call (page 3 [0028]). 

Consider claim 1 1 , Lippelt further teaches the network is an internet protocol 
network (page 5 [0056]). 
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Consider claim 12, Lippelt further teaches the network is a universal mobile 
telecommunications system network (page 5 [0048]). 

Consider claim 48, Lippelt further teaches in response to receiving the request 
for ascertaining, transmitting a response including an indication that costs generated by 
accounting clients in a network associated with a request for establishing a call between 
a first and second terminal are to be charged against prepaid credit (page 1 [0007] and 
page 2 [0015]). 

Consider claim 49, Lippelt further teaches the apparatus comprises a transmitter 
configured to transmit a response including an indication that costs generated by 
accounting clients in a network associated with a request for establishing a call between 
a first and second terminal are to be charged against prepaid credit in 
response to the request for ascertaining (page 1 [0007]). 

8. Claims 6-9, 31-34, 38-41 , and 51-52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Lippelt in view of Cobo and Campbell and further in view of 
Chaney (U.S PAT. 6,947,724). 

Consider claims 6, 31 , and 38, Lippelt, Cobo and Campbell, in combination fails 
to teach the request for establishment of a call is made via a session initiation protocol 
message sent from the first terminal. 

However, Chaney teaches the request for establishment of a call is made via a 
session initiation protocol message sent from the first terminal (col. 1 lines 16-39). 
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Therefore, it is obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate the disclosing of Chaney into view of Lippelt, Cobo and 
Campbell, in order to provide billing a call placed by a user based on a reported traffic 
load in the network. 

Consider claims 7, 32, 39, and 52, Chaney further teaches the charging update 
data is sent from the accounting clients to the accounting server via a diameter protocol 
message (col. 8 lines 1-6). 

Consider claims 8, 33, and 40, Chaney further teaches the charging update data 
is received from each accounting client to the accounting server in response to a 
diameter protocol update request issued by the accounting server (see fig. 5 col. 8 lines 
7-14). 

Consider claims 9, 34, 41 , and 51 , Chaney further teaches the accounting server 
issues the update requests to each accounting client periodically (col. 8 lines 43-53). 



Conclusion 



9. 



Any response to this action should be mailed to: 



Mail Stop_ 



(Explanation, e.g., Amendment or After-final, etc.) 



Commissioner for Patents 



P.O. Box 1450 



Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



Facsimile responses should be faxed to: 
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(571)273-8300 
Hand-delivered responses should be brought to: 
Customer Service Window 
Randolph Building 
401 Dulany Street 
Alexandria, VA 22313 
Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tuan H. Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
8329. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00Am - 5:00Pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Maung Nay A. can be reached on (571) 272- 7882. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

/Tuan H. Nguyen/ 

Examiner 

Art Unit 2618 
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